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The desire for vengeance comes out of fear of harm,
imaginary or real. A dog barks and bites when he fears. A
man who fears no one on earth would consider it too
troublesome even to summon up anger against one who
is vainly trying to injure him. The sun does not wreak
vengeance upon little children who throw dust at him.
They only harm themselves in the act.

I do not know whether the statements made by the

correspondent about the misdeeds of the Justice Party men

are true. Perhaps there is another side to the story.    But,

assuming the truth of the statements, lean only congratulate

those who are spat upon, or assaulted, or had night-soil

thrown upon them. No injury has happened to them, if they

had the courage to suffer the insult without even mental

retaliation. But it was wholly wrong on their part to suffer

it, if they felt irritated but refrained out of expedience from

retaliating. A sense of self-respect disdains all expedience. But

I wonder what kind of punishment could he meted out by

distinguished   Congressmen  who,   as   the   correspondent

states, were too numerous for the few hooligans of the Justice

Party. Were they to return night-soil with night-soil, spitting

with spitting, and abuse with abuse ? Or would the self-respect

of this numerous party be better consulted by ignoring the few

hooligans ? When non-co-operation was the fashion, I know

what was done to hooligans who tried to disturb meetings.

They were held down by volunteeres who caused them no

hurt, but, if they continued to howl, their  howling was

ignored. I know that even in those days in several cases the

law of non-violence was broken, and any man who dared to

disturb the meetings or put in a word of opposition was howled

down by the violent majority or sometimes even roughly

handled to the discredit of the majority and the movement

which they *so thoughtlessly betrayed and misrepresented.

I suggest also to this Congressman and to those whom he

may represent that, if the object is to win over the Justice

Party or any other Party to the Congress, then they should

be treated gently even though they may act harshly.   If

it is to suppress all opponents, then, double retaliation or

Dyerism is the chosen remedy.   Whether that can bring *us

any nearer Swaraj  is  of course another  question.